A. l5—’+39t. TNG:AA

Decision No. 42490
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BEZFOAZ THE PUBLIC UTILITILS COMMISSION OF THE STLTE OF CLLIFORNIA

In the thte* of the Application of
MONRCZ YOTHG for Radfal Highway Common) Application No. 15-4398
Carrier Permit. )

Xenneth Bates, for applicant.

QRIXICYN

This is an application of Monroe Young for a radial
highway common carrier permit. A public hearing was held in
Bakersfield on July 13, 1949, bnfore Examiner Gannon and the matter

was svhmitted.

The record shows that Younz was granted a permit on
dugust 19, 1941, which was revoked September 10, 1942, beecause of
falluwre to pay fees pursuant to the Transportation 3éte MunG Act.
(Statutes 1935, Chap. 683, ac amended). Between the dates March 29;
1943, and April 20, 1945, four different permits were issued, all

£ them having been revokad because of failure to keep on deposit
continuous adequate insurance, as nrovided for in Section § of the
Highway Carriers!' Act (Statutes 1935, Chap. 223, as amended). On
June 10, 1949, the then current perrit was revoked for failure to
pay fecs. The record therefore shows 2 total of six revocations

over a period of eight yecars.

Applicant had full lmowledge of the Comnission'’s intention
to revoke his permits. Ixhibit Wo. 3, offered by the Commissionts
Ficld Division, is a printed form, dated Yay 20, 2949, and dire
to the applicant, calling attention o the faet tha c his fecs for

the quarter ending Mareh 31, 1949, were delinguent, and thst failure
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to pay such fees within 10 days wouid resuwlt in revocation of the
permit without further notice. This notice was followed by another,

dated June 13, 1949, advising applicant that kis permit No. 15-2692

was rovoked, offective June 10, 1949, for failure to pay the

aforcmentioned cuarterly fees. The revocation notice also contained
instructions to the applicant to ifmmediatcly discontinue 2ll opera-

tions as such corrier.

The record is clear that Young continued to operate alter
receiving the notice of revocation dated Jwae 13, 19h9. 4 violation
was observed by a Ficld Representative on Jwae 21, 1949, and 2
complaint filed in the Justice's Court of Xera County, California
(No. 2533)."£pplicaﬁt wvas found guilty of a violation of Section
3 of the Act on June 30, l9h9; and was fined $25.00.

While there arc some circumstances that might appear
extenuating, they are not of sufficient weight to offsct the long
record of violations. Young testified that he zailed a check for
$27.16 to the Commission on May 16, 1549, in payment of fces for
the first quarter of 1549, but that the cancelled cheek was acver
returned to him. As proof of this he produced the checik stub.

The Commission's records show that no check in shat amount waé
received on or about that date, dut a postal moncy order in the

sum of %$30.16 was roecived on or about Junc 25, 194+9. He testified
that he did not receive notice from the Commission on May 20; 1949,
advising nim of the Commission's intention to revoke his'permit,
but that he did »cecive actual notice of such rcvocatién. The
tostimony shows that on three occasions checks were returned to

hinm because of insuflicicnt funds, dut these checlis were redeemed

when referred back to-Young.
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A finanecial statement, attached to the aop’icavion, nur-
ports to show, smong other things, a surplus of o167,000. Qbviousl
this figurc is drawn out of the air and has no bosis in fact. The
applicant's testimony was very hazy 25 to the manner in vhien the

statement was compiled.

The record in this procecding is not such as would warrant
the Commission in granting the application for a new pérmit. Giving '
applicant the benefit of cvery doubt, his record of deliberave
violations of the law is not consonant with our conception of proper
operation of the tyne of business in which applicant was-cngaged.

Ec 1is in no position to complain, since th¢ violations charged
against him are flagrant, ropeated, and incxcusablé. That 1is the
finding of the Commisszion in this procceding. The gpplication will
be denicd.

QORD=R

Application as above entitled h@ving been filed, a public
hearing having'bcon held thorcon, the matter having been submitted

ané the Commission being fully advised in tac promises,

IT IS ORDERED that the above cntitlod and numbered applica-~
tion be, and 1T noredby is, donied.

The cffeetive date of this order shall be 20 days after
the date hexcof.
. Doged at %‘%‘M, California, this Z %
day of 4 1949,
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